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Information Disclosure Statement 

1. The information disclosure statement filed September 12, 2005 fails to comply with 37 CFR 1.98(a)(1), which requires the 
following: ( 1 ) a list of all patents, publications, applications, or other information submitted for consideration by the Office; (2) U.S. 
patents and U.S. patent application publications listed in a section separately from citations of other documents; (3) the application 
number of the application in which the information disclosure statement is being submitted on each page of the list; (4) a column that 
provides a blank space next to each document to be considered, for the examiner's initials; and (5) a heading that clearly indicates that 
the list is an information disclosure statement. The information disclosure statement has been placed in the application file, but the 
information referred to therein has not been considered. 

2. The information disclosure statement filed September 12, 2005 fails to comply with 37 CFR 1 .98(a)(3) because it does not 
include a concise explanation of the relevance, as it is presently understood by the individual designated in 37 CFR 1.56(c) most 
knowledgeable about the content of the information, of each patent listed that is not in the English language. It has been placed in the 
application file, but the information referred to therein has not been considered. 

3. The information disclosure statement filed September 12, 2005 fails to comply with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97, 1.98 and 
MPEP § 609 because some reference fail to have a proper date. It has been placed in the application file, but the information referred 
to therein has not been considered as to the merits. Applicant is advised that the date of any re-submission of any item of information 
contained in this information disclosure statement or the submission of any missing element(s) will be the date of submission for 
purposes of determining compliance with the requirements based on the time of filing the statement, including all certification 
requirements for statements under 37 CFR 1.97(e). See MPEP § 609.05(a). 

4. Applicants have submitted large amount of Information Disclosure Statements and/or huge amount of references and/or 
reference(s) which are very hefty. Where applicants point the Examiner to large reference or references without citing a specific 
portion or page, the Examiner will not pour over the documents to extract the relevant information, Ernst Haas Studio, Inc. v. palm 
Press, Inc. 164 F.3rd 1 10, 1 12 (2d Cir. 1999), Winer International Royalty Corp. v. Wang, 202 F3d 1340, 1351 (Fed. Cir. 2000). It is 
not true, if applicants present an overload of irrelevant or non-probative references, somehow the irrelevancies will add up to relevant 
evidence, DeSilva v. DiLeonardi, 181 F.3d 865, 867. Information Disclosure Statements must make all relevant information 
accessible to the Examiner, rather ask him to play archaeologist with the references, Shiokawa v. Maienfisch, 56 USPQ2d 1406, 1413 
and LeVeen v. Edwards 57 USPQ2d 1406, 1413. With this in mind, the Information Disclosure Statement has been considered. 
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5. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed to WILLIAM 



D. CUMMING whose telephone number is 571-272-7861. The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday- Friday, 11:00am- 
8:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Dwayne Bost can be reached on 571-272- 
7023. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. 
Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for 
unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from aUSPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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